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perſons whom you accuſe have to ſay for them- 
ſelves, may in ſome reſpe&s be better than any 
anſwer that they' can give; becauſe it muſt ariſe 


from what you have yourſelf faid, and not from 


any aſſertions, the meaning of which may be 
equivocal or doubtful. e 


15 


head of affairs in this country is guilty of the 


heavy charges which you bring againſt him; i 1 
| I 


” Train be eee tis lotion pes actually ; 
wr een ” his Lordſhip, otherwiſe Lord Carliſle, to whom 


A 2 | 85 e 


wo 


. 


P ERHAPS, my Lord, an anſwer to your tuo 
letters, from one who has not heard what thoſe 


The nen, 1 do not conſider as the ſimple ; 
one, of whether you, my Lord, or the Miniſter, 
are moſt to blame; that alone is not of great f 


importance to the nation; but it is of great im- 
portance to know, whether the Miniſter at the | 


„ — 


: 151 


1 he 15 db of riſking the peace of . 
kingdoms,. and of commiiting to chance the 
fate of the great Roman Catholic queſtion, 

merely for the ſake of an individual man, or an 
individual family of B-—ds? If fo, it is a 
matter of moſt ſerious importance, that ſuch*an 
inconceivable degree of diſintereſted villany (for 
ſuch I will call it) ſhould be inquired into; or if 
it is poſſible that the Miniſter of this country, on 
purpoſe to ruin the reputation and importance of 

2. hy Door of P——d and his friends, ſhould 

„ the peace and properiy of both 9 

3 Io ene, to be rs 


| = are e addreſſed, could never 1 let them be 3 

. | 5 Publiſhed without remonſtrating. Beſides, Mr. Debrett, 
hais Lordſhip's bookſeller, is not a man who would for the 
© © Trifling profits of a ſhilling pamphlet have been accefſary to 

ſo unfair a tranſaction. Theſe, I think, are convincing 
proofs of the authenticity of the letter; the preſumptive 

ones on the other ſide of the queſtion are, that ſome of his 
yy Lordſhip's friends haye offered to lay bets, with great odds, 

7: 71. that tie ſecond letter is a ſpurious one. His Lordſhip's ge · | 

. neral character for modeſty and candour are likewiſe pre- 
ſiumptions, that neither of the letters are his, as they are to- 
tally devoid of modeſty, and do not ſeem to have any of 

characteriſties which form his Lordſhip's reputation hithert 

.asa candid, peaceable, and generous Engliſh nobleman, one 

might expect. A wag who had a good deal of ill nature, 

and heard forty to ten offered, that the letter was not his 

"Lordhip* „ anſwered, I'll not take that, but five hundred 

„„ e to five that his 1 * _ CON : 


Only 


— 


135 


Only making one among the cient maſs of 


His Majeſty's ſubje&s, who wiſh to ſee things go 
on as well and peaceably as the circumſtances of 


the times will permit, 1 was heartily forry to 


ſee a ſtorm brewing in Ireland; but it did not ap- 
pear to me to be a matter of very great public i im- 
portance, whether a Miniſter in England, or a 
Lord Lieutenant of Treland, had committed the 
fault. Your letters to Lord Carlifle, however, 
totally changed my idea of the matter. It was 


that change that occaſions my troubling your 385 


Lordſhip with this letter, 


i It - 3 ks for the public, and 


unfortunate for himſelf, when a gentleman is hur- 
ried by his own ambition, or by that of his 


friends, into a ſituation for which he has not 


been fitted by his talents ordiſpoſition. 


"1 1 your Lordſhip : as being more unfor- 
tunate than blameable in this affair, although 


your letter ſhews to what a degree you are 
iraſcible and ready to irritate, how ſpotleſs you . 
are in your own eyes, and with what facility, 
blame without proof is thrown upon others. You 
are ready, you ſay, my Lord, to defend your 


conduct in every part; whether meaſures or ar- 
n you feel W able to defend its 
oy - wiſdom, 


a W iid; ind propriety, W and 
| without e. but without fear and rembling; 


11 God Anus had called knſore him the 
. Gabriel to anſwer for himſelf, he could not 
bare expreſſed a more angelic conſciouſneſs of 
wiſdom and righteouſneſs than your Lordſhip; 
and ſince the days of the Phariſees, we av 
only met with two ſuch rapie, 


TY he Popes of Rome, my Lord, are infallible - 

ns they tell us, but they have the humility to at- 
tribute that heavenly quality to heaven, and not 

to themſelves. The ſuccefſors of Peter · did not 
ttand naked aud alone, they were not ſuch prodi- 

* of Heften as your Lordſhip. N 
The next example * allipilky is in Mr. 

Necker, that aſtucious comptroller of the French 

finances, He reſembled your Lordſhip Kill | 

more than the Popes. His infallibility was almoſt 

u bis own. He ſtood naked and alone oppoſed 

do all, and only acknowledged receiving aſſiſt⸗ 

g ance from his virtuous wife“ (who, it is * DE pre- 
foamed, was as naked as himſelf. J Mr. N. was 
fFmilar in many things to your Lordſhip ; ; he 

talked highly of bimſelf, e others i in the | 


jo. Mr. Necker in kis "hooks of finance ſpeaks often of 


1 * whom he calls 8a Vertueuſe Epouſe. | 
; block, 


block, and never confeſſed a Ro error in v. 


b. N a regs nw 


It is true, Mr. Necker m in a 1 


dom rather larger than Ireland, and for a ſpace. 
of time ſomething longer than your Lordſhip, 


but that ſeems to be more than compenſated by: 
the prodigious oppoſition your Lordſhip met with, 


when compared to him. Mr. Necker had more 


ſupport than you, therefore he had leſs oppoſi - 
tion. Mr. Necker had a feeble king and a vir- 
tuous wife to aid his good intentions, and had 


only againſt him the nobility, ſeventeen Parlia- 


ments, the court, ſixty farmers- general, who 
had twenty-two thouſand clerks and emiſſaries 
conſtantly employed i in counteracting his plans ; 


you, on the other hand, my Lord, flood alone, - 


that is to ſay, you had againſt you the men that 
+ Yqu turned out of office. C? 


0 
58 


Tam not 0 champion 4 the Engliſh miniſ- 


: ter, my Lord, his defence I do not undertake ; - 
but 1 cannot avoid attacking our Lordſhip, as as 


1 M If all was 3 when thoſe men were out, RY 
muſt have been the ony oppoſition. What a wilful ſort * 
2 governor we have here!!! In all Ireland but three r 

four enemies in place, and thoſe muſt be turned eee 


8 of * * E 1 ons 


- 


KB, 


_your 1 appears to me to be one of the moſt 
vain, moſt unfair, and imprudent I have ever 
read. Your letter, as being made public, is no 
longer a letter to Lord Carlifle ; it is to the pab- 
tic, and as ſuch I have a right publicly to ex- 
amine it, and this never can be done at any 
moment ſo favourable to its writer, as when only 
his ſide of the 8 EAR * been heard. ; 


„„ leave to thoſe to whit they are pied, to 
clear up the accuſations of infinuations, afperfions,” 
piu, and calumnies. CS 


Whether ths perten whom you accuſe groflly 
| betrayed and abandoned you unfeelingly, and 
whoſe councils, maxims, and meaſures you 
ſay you have been purſuzpg, are are able to anſwer. 
for themſelves or not, is by no means the queſ- 
tion that concerns the public at preſent, for as 


vou accuſe them without proof, until there is 


ſome to ſupport your aceuſations, they do not 
concern us. Your Lordſhip's accuſations er | 

yourſelf, though expreſſed negatively, may, on 
the contrary, be conſidered as founded on truth, | 
Kn NH F 


Tour Lordlhip's ane as vo 00 3 
E was to 18 back conſequence and dignity io 


5 Engliſh 


| 3.1 85 
Engliſh government, and reflore the caſtle to its pro. - 
per miniflers. What then, my Lord, had your 


predeceſſors done? Had they degraded. the 
Engliſh government, and left the caltle. in the 
hands of its enemies? Such, my Lord, is the : 
concluſion from your affertion 5 whether this is 


to be ranked as calumny and af perſion, of which 


your Lordſhip ſo bitterly complains when le: 


velled at yourſelf, depends upon your maintains 
ing the truth of what you have ſo boldly uſſerted; 
for either your predeceffor has betrayed the truft 
that was repoſed in him, or your Lordthip is 
guilty of calumny, than one of theſe two, chers 
then can be no other afernmiver : 
t ks 

If 3 my Lord, in 4 few lines oo have 
deſcribed your own 6 i gh in bigh characters, 
you have not failed, in as few, to beſpatter 
others; and that; with an imprudence and injuf- 


tice that is rarely to be ſeen. Suppoſing your | 


predeceſſors were guilty of what you accuſe 


them, is the firſt mention to be made of it in 4 


public letter? Or are libels only the privilege 


C of the great? If you ſupport what you bave 


aſſerted, a trial for high treaſon ought to be the 
conſequence ; if you dg not fupport it, a trial 
form! malicious libel ought xc to be inſtitmed againſt 


f your 
: : $6315 3 
2 . i 
* 


* 


15 ) 


your r Lordſhip. "The public will, perhaps, be in- 
different about which of the-two is to take place, 
but it is impoſſible to prove chat one or other of 
them is not neceſſary. 


5 When people begin with ſuch ſort of attacks, 
my Lord, they ought to have a great deal of time 
to ſpare, for with a few lines you have cut out 
work for what will be but a tedious, troubleſome 
piece of buſineſs, and which mult end in the 
diſgrace of. ſome of the parties. In the mean 
time, the diſgrace muſt lay with your Lordſhip, 
becauſe your accuſation is like . naked 
and e e 


Your next inten, my Lord, after reſtoring 

' the caſtle, was to ſhew that you and Lord 
Mn held all che patronage of government 

in your hands. This may admit of ſome diſ- 
pute, perhaps, as to its armen, but none, 
I 3 with e to its truth. | 

The continuing the glare to choſe who were 
*Qifplaced, which in one inſtance alone (without 
counting the pens and ink) amounted to 2, 3ool. 
a year, during the term of two joint lives, is 
1 * F ans 


= 


Fx YT 


another - , altho' you ſay. it was not only a 


matter of propriety but of juſtige.* 


1 this ſubject, my Ck I cannot : belp 


ſhewing you how Mr. Necker, the other perfect 


man, ated on a ſimilar occaſion. Mr. N. way 
ſalicited to give to a man a penſion of a thouſand 


crawns, which, it was alledged, was but a ſmall 
ſam to come out of the treaſyry. of France. «A 


e thouſand crowns ! (exclaimed the miniſter) 
do you conſider, Sir, that half a dozen villages 


may be obliged to eat dry bread half the year 


eto pay that thoufard crowns ?” By a ſimilar 


calculation, how many poor cottagers in Ireland, 


my Lord, muſt go fupper-lefs to bed to penſion 


the man you put out of place; but when w@&count - 


not the man, but the men, my Lord, we who 


take things coolly, and con der them calmly, in 


England, are not certain if the people of Ireland, 
in ſpite of all their enthuſiaſm, have any real rea- 


ſan to be very proud of yaur Lordſhip's favours; 


they are ſomething like thoſe of the French. 


publicans ; ; they coft pretty den 


* 1 know that the 2300 was not to one of the two geg : 


perſons who were diſmiſſed, at leaſt, I think the letter may 

de underſtood ſo, but it is under the article of diſmiſſals, and 

that is enough for the fitneſs of truth and argument, 
t About 1267, Engliſh money. 


"B53 + ä 


8 Ll 
- 


r 


e 


reſpect from inferiors, I confeſs I have oftener 


gives life annuities for 3600/. a year, it is equal 
to doubling the expenſe of his government; but 
by your Lordſhip's plan, the annvities would 


the expenſe of your Lordfhip' 8 adminiſtration 
would have been immenſe, and out of all reaſon- | 


| men? and why penſion bad men? this, my Lord, 


„„ 

The tone and dye of Mr. Ce, which 
rendered his approach to a ſuperior not to be ſup- 
ported, was it ſeems to have coſt 12007. a year to 
poor Ireland; I belieye, my Lord, no man is 
more inclined to ſhew reſpe& for his ſuperiors 


than Tam; 1 do it from principle, ag well az 
Hom habit; and much as I blame the want of 


found it ariſe from a want of dignity in the ſupe- 
yior than from any thing elſe; at any rate, thoſe 


arrangements of feelings were very gene | to thy na- 
: tion at twelye hundred a yo: | 


„ wid ire il ds ne b dt niy Lord, 


and then 1 ſhall diſmiſs them; if your Lordſhip 


js at the pains to calculate, that as a Lord Lieu- 


tenant is appointed only for three years, and his 


falary in that period amounts to 36,000). if he 


have amounted to a much greater ſum, therefore 


able proportion. Beſides this, why dif] place good 


is a great queſtion, not leſs important than the 
Roman Fatholic queſtion itſelf; it is a queſtion | 
4 FF debated 


Po CW Þ 
debated and debating all over Europe, and Which 
a man who glories in the name of Whig, ought 
not to determine u m_ Lordſhip has done. | 


fo 5 now x begin aba Mr. 8 youdecid- 
ed in removing him, you ſay, in order that your 
Lordſbip s qdminiftration might not in its datun bs 
clouded by leaving in power and in fo ny ant 
: fan un, | | 


Tour Lordthip very. wits W direaty 
charging him, bythe word imputed; Ido not kngw 
Mr. B——d, tho' I have heard him very highly 
| ſpoken of, both as a private and a public man; 
I have been told that he was faithful to bis King 
and gountry, and certainly he never ſtirred up 
during the courſe of a long public life, ſo ſcanda- 
lous a diſpute for himſelfand for his friends, as that 
into which your Lordſhip's ſhort adminiſtration | 
has betrayed you and your's. Mr. Bd had 
therefore one virtue, which, in a public man I 
greatly eſteem, he was conciliating and prudent, 
he was not afraid of the approach of inferiors, and 
what muſt weigh above all with reſpect to thoſe 
who read your. Lordſhip! s Letter, the attack upon 
him for mal verſation is unſupported, and inſi- 
diouſiy brought forward; for by your uſe of the 
word imputed, you may ſhelter 'yourſelf.from a 

proſecution under vague ſcandalous reports. 4 


( 4 


It would appear, my Lord, that when you 
wrote your firſt letter, you did: not mean to write 
the ſecond : for you ſay that when you firſt men- 
tioned to Mr. P—t your intention of diſmiſſing 
Mr, Bd, he did not offer the ſlighteſt objection, 
nor offer a word in favour of that gentleman; now 
the firſt part of your ſecond letter tends to prove 
"that the diſmiſſal of Mr. B d was the firſt 
cauſe of your diſgrace, that the great Roman 
Catholic queſtion had nothing to do with it. 
Now if Mr. P——t heard this change of men 
announced, without making any obſervations, 
is a great preſumption againſt your other argu-/ 
ments, and with people who know net any thing 
more than the public in general may be ſuppoſed 
to know, will appear a pretty eoncluſive argument, 
that meaſures and not men were what governed 
Mr. P. -t in his conduct with reſpect to J reland; | 
that is to ſay, that people will be inclined to ap- 
prove of his conduct and to blame your's, in 5 
which, from your own letter, there appears to 
have been nothing but a ſelfiſh defire of patron- 


men who approached their ſuperiors in too familiar 
a ſtyle, and ſacrificing the intereſts of the people, 4 
by granting great ee to ſatisfy little Pati, 


Ido not know, my Lord, haber you ate 


* rs: reformers call a democrat, nor do : 
1 know 


* 


age and preſerving perſonal dignity, by diſplacing N 


1 2 


I kriow hai Thothas Paine is olle in his 
heart, but I know that if all rulers were to act as 
you have done, I ſhould ſoon become a democrat; 


for what Pairie has ſuppoſed, you have done? 


the real intereſts of the many have been ſacrificed 
to the whims and fancies of an individual, who; 


when all ſaid and done, was only the ſhadow of a | 


king, Ok the TY a king. 


1 come now, "wy Lord, to 1 "Second Lets 


ter; for as to your ſupply of two handred thou- 


ſand pounds, that ſum, great as it is, taken 


from the pockets of a loyal and an indigent peo 


ple, would not do more than raiſe a capital to 
pay the penfions which your ill humour has ren- 
dered neceſſary according to your own plan; it 


is, therefore, not to be conſidered as a very great 


affair with reſpec to your Lordſhip," though with 


reſpect to the Iriſh nation it deſerves every de- 
gree of approbation, and it ſhews that Ireland 


underſtands its real intereſts in the preſent criſis, 
when it 1s the wiſh of all men who love free- 
dom or peace, to unite themſelves and ſtand firm 


againſt a ſyſtem of anarchy, new in the annals of 


mankind, and which does nothing leſs than me- 
nace all civil order with ruin and deſtruction. 


„ 
| * 
4 * bd 


RED: 
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Tt appears to a perſon who conſiders the mag - 
nitude of the Roman Catholic queſtion, and the 
precipitancy with which it had been brought 
forward during the few weeks of your Lordſhip's 
adminiſtration; that it was a gentle kind of 
violence (what the French call une douce vio- 
tence) that was done to you by your friends there 
| when you were forced to favour the views of the 
Ceatholics in ſo quick a manner. Does not your 
Lordſhip ſuſpe& that you have been led into 
that, not with an expectation on their part of 
immediately ſucceeding under your adminiſtra- 
tion with the whole change of ſyſtem, but that 
it was done only to bring forward the queſtion in 
its moſt formidable ſhape, at a time when Eng. 
land, embarraſſed. with an unſucceſsful and ex- 
Pen war, and when an invaſion is threatened 
y our enemies, muſt be expected to give it in 
favour of the Roman Catholics? Did not your 
Excellency ſee that fome perſons who adviſed 
thoſe meaſures laid the flake at your expenſe, that | 
there was never a time, except that of actual re- 
1 volt, when, a Lord Lieutenant had it not in bis 
| Power ro pur off for 3 few ANG: ſo 12 4 4 


+ 


> OY 3 


Bur, wy 1 120 it 5 aiſfibalt ts 70 
Appearance of any attempt to delay on the ſide of 
| the 


= 


* 
— 


the Iriſh adminiſtration ; PE Kaul has been 


accuſed by ſome of the leaders of the Catholic 
party of ſchinaling Ireland ont of the ſupplies of the 


hear; even your Lordſhip ſays, that unanimity, 
ſuch as no Lord Lieutenant had ever experi- 


enced, had taken place. The epoch of your 
Lordſhip's acquieſcence to the demands of the 
Catholics muſt, then, have been previous to the agi- 


 tating the queſtion of thoſe ſupplies, and of conſe= 


quence previous to the poſſibility of your procuring 


any anſiwer from the n M N ta your mw + 


on that ſubject. 


It would appear, that if the Miniſter indie | 
Ireland, as is pretended, it was done by your 
Lordſhip's being ſent there; for from the time of 


your arrival every thing went ſmoothly. You 
will not make us, then, believe, my Lord, chat 
it was during your ſhort adminiſtration, fo una- 


nimous and ſo ſmooth, that the Roman Catho- 
lics changed their ſituation, from that of having 


demands to make, and having thoſe, demands 
complied with. No, my Lord, you muſt ex- 


cuſe me; it appears plainly from your own let- 


ter, that from the beginning of your adminiſtration 
the Roman Catholics knew, that as far as aol 
Lak vpn you the change * certain. 
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niſhed at an overſight in the tactics of your let- 
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It chis is the caſe, the Engliſh miniſtry might | 
well be diſpleaſed; for your Lordſhip owns, that 
on your leaving England, your inſtructions and 
the reſult of councils held for the purpoſe were, 
that ir the Roman Catholic demands muſt be 


complied with, it muſt at all events be yoy off 
till as diſtant a 5 as poſſible. by 8 * 


Four Lordibip wrote to England 1 thas 5 


| 4 Roman Catholics could not be put off iti 
their demands to a diſtant period. What are 


we then to conclude ? that your Lordfhip had 
never reſiſted an immediate compliance to their 


= -- - | . F 
- Fra —_. * N * 8 
. 9 a : . 
as « 
* 4 - 
” a : i , 
4 ” . # * 4 4 7 < : » 


Such, with reſpect to your conduct on the Ro. 
man Catholic buſineſs, muſt be the opinion/ of 


every one who reads your 'Lordfhip's letter with 

any degree of attention, and if they have once 4 
_ conſidered that, your other two aſſertions muft 
fall to the ground, or rather your laft affertion, 
| decauſe that 102 <a pen rene LR Pe 


„„ ale 8 
1 bare! not the honour of enz or of being E 


Waden to your Lordſhip. I am, however, very 
much inclined, from what on all hands I have 


heard; to reſpect your Lordſhip's character as a 


Gentleman, and I therefore am not a little afto- 


tex. 


ter. Vou want to impreſs upon men's minds 


that the Roman Catholic buſineſs has nothing to 
do with your recal; next, that the diſmiffal of 


Mr. B-———& 1s repreſented as the cauſe; and 


laſtly, that the only cauſe is the Miniſter's wiſh to 


deſtroy the reputation and importance of the 
D---e of P d and his friends. . 


The French Proverb, that he who proves wo 
much proves nothing, ſeems to me to be true, 
my Lord, as it reſpects yourſelf, but not true as 


it reſpects others in this caſe; for tho? your double 


cauſe for the ſame effect leaves us to doubt of the 
reality of both cauſes, it ſhews us very clearly, 
that you wiſh to ſet at variance the Miniſter and 
the Duke. If you did not wiſh ſo, why deſtroy 
all that you had ſaid before about Mr. B------d 
being the cauſe? it was a much more popular 
explanation of the thing; it was more eaſily con- 


eie it was more ene and more ee 


5 4 - Fs * 42 5 \ 3.5 


"2 1 405 — 5 man Ke is 9 0 could 


ſuppoſe, that Mr. B---d, when diſplaced, con- 
trived to ſet the Miniſter. to think ſeriouſiy ou 
the Roman Catholic queſtion, and that afraid af 
what was coming, he had unjuſtly ſacrificed your 
Lordſhip; but it is not ſo eaſy. to conceive a 
Miniſter planning ſix months ago to get a party 
into office, to have your Lordſhip (one of that 


R959) aid. Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, to 
. conceive 


< 20 * 2 
conceive thatthings would go as Ae have done 
and be ſtopped as they were ſtopped; the inven- 
tion of ſuch a head would ſurpaſs, if poſſible, the 
blackneſs of ſuch a heart; it is therefore a com- 
© Þination/ not to be ſo readily conceived as the 
other, and of conſequence, one that by no means 
anſwers your Lordſhip's purpoſe ſo well, if it is 
dd vindicate yourſelf that you write; and if it is 

to the nation at large that you appeal, which is to 
be preſumed, otherwiſe the noble Lord to whom 
_ wrote would not have publiſhed the ET: 
nor + RN it to . Pt zbliſh 
Wand ares as a men, my i in tdi 
—— and do not pretend to know all the in- 
trigues that may be in courts; but we conceive 
that miniſters may be like other men, and perhaps 
ſolfiſh and ambitious. You will not, then, eaſily 
| | makeany one believe; that for the ſake of a family 
"ON EIN: with a B. or a G. 
the Miniſter will riſque his popularity, himſelf, 
and this kingdom; this is too like Tom Paine's 
. ee about miniſters making war to enrich 
heir friends. Nor can we eaſily conceive how a 
miniſter who this year has eighteen millions at his 
command, would not rather ſacrifice a few thou- 
ſands to gratify an individual, or a few indivi- 
duals, than change the whole political ſyſtem 
with regard to Ireland. No, no; the cauſe 
and the ent bear no re caſonable proportion. 
Next, 
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Next, as to the Miniſter's plan, with; regard 
to the diſcrediting the party to which your Lord - 
ſhip belonged; TLhave already ſaid, that you have 
given much leſs probability to: that ſuppoſition, 
Which ſeems to be ſtill ure gow the "RY 
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You teh toppoſe great ante nd 
ſu perior manceuvres in a miniſter capable of lay 
ing ſo long and ſo deep a plan to ruin you and 
your friends: but could a miniſter capable of 
foreſeeing from your character, your facility 
with the Iriſh Catholics, capable of caleulating 
ſo minutely all events, be at the ſame time fo 
blind as to run the riſł of diſturbing the public 
peace, and, perhaps, ruining the kingdom, for 
ſuch a trifling victory? Could ſo able a mi- 
niſter, as he muſt have been in that caſe, expect 
that ſuch an intrigue could be carried on witlij- 
oui 4 diſcovery diſgraceful and ruinous to bim- 
ſelf, even if it ſhould e to nme in the - 
TE inſtance ; JFC ore, 
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Bur, my Lie the public Jeans a 
"wa from all this: a corner of the cloven foot 
appears. Calculations have; it would appear, 
been made that the ſecretaryſhip of ſtate is not 
entire, that it is divided in order to gratify ſome 
people in office and to diſpleaſe others. And at 
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| whit time are noble Lords qhinkiog of weh 
- © * things? at a time when all the nobility of the 
greateſt kingdom in Europe are baniſhed from 
home and living upon charity; and that one 
general ſyſtem of plunder menaces all ranks in 
ſociety with deſtruction; it is at this time that 
your Lordſhip, it ſeems, has been making theſe 
calculations of private intereſt for yourſelf and 
friends; the public cannot certainly approve of 
that part of vor Lordſhip! s conduct; nor can I, 
for one, conceive how noþlemen, who have ſo 
much at ſtake and who feel themſelves (to ſay 
nothing more) ſo comfortable in the preſent ſtate 
of. things, make ſo light of the danger which 
menaces them. What would the deſcendants of 
the Bethunes, the Richelieus, the Rochefacaults, | 
and the/Fleutys give? nay, of the firſt branch, of 
the houſe of Bourbon itſelf, to enjoy the rank, 
importance, and wealth of a Britiſh nobleman ? 
Would they ſeek to; raiſe a ſtorm? No; far 
they have felt one already, and their ſufferings . 
might be a leſſon to thoſe who have e e ; 
5 luckil y have not © felt. | 


"Your 1 md dare 1 the accu- 5 
_ ſation of wiſhing to excite diſcord, if the letter 
bad been confined to a mere exculpation of your 
conduct as viceroy of Ireland, becauſe that was 
natural, and even neceſſary; ; neither could it 


=. -haye * * * if, in order to 
> Ren 
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ted your exculpatory arguments, oy tals. 
added ſome blame on the Miniſter, ſuch as ate in 

the firſt part of your letter about Mr. Bd: 
not that it is here the buſineſs to defend —_— ” 
niſter in what he has done, for he muſt take the; 
conſequences of his own actions like other peo - 
ple; but becauſe it is evidently for the ſake of 

making a breach, and not of vindicating your- 
ſelf, that you exert yourſelf ſo eagerly to prove 
that your diſgrace was brought on with a Jonge- 
comm and inſidious defign. 0 8 
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"Your Lorſhip' 8 lates: not. 111 any imme. 
diate relation to the Roman Catholic queſtion, 
| Which will, no doubt, be ſpeedily agitated a: * | 
great length, and on both ſides with great abi- 
lity, would make it very uſeleſs and improper 
to enter upon that ſubje& here, but you will - 3 
give me leave to obſerve (not that I pretend io | 
ſay that it is ſo) that it appears to a fimple tea. = 
der like myſelf, that the Roman Catholics, are 
full as much afraid of mixing your Lordſhip s 
conduct with the grand queſtion, as you are of 
admitting the grand t to have 80 con- 
nection with ur DR. 5. + | 1 
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Many people will be dies: to beer ah ; 
the Catholics of Ireland, who could not but ex- 
pect ſome oppoſition, are fully, in their minds, 


contented with * got the queſtion fairly 
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brought to iſſue. Now that they are ſure not 
to loſe any thing by it, and have ſtill ſome chance 
of gaining; at any rate they have ſucceeded in 
working up the public mind to a head upon 
that ſubject ſuch as has ſcarcely ever been re- 
membered, and which certainly could not have 
happened, had not thoſe hopes been given during 
your Lordſhip's adminiſtration, which nothing 
but FULL powers for that purpoſe from the 


court that ſent you could have authorized. 


Such, my Lord, are the arguments which the 


reading of your letter ſuggeſts to a perſon who 


has not heard a ſingle ſyllable on the other ſide 


of the queſtion ; you ſee they are not very fa- 


yourable to your Lordſhip, who muſt at leaf 
have by this time learnt, that to be between the 


hammer and the anvill, between a Britiſh Mi- 
niſter and the Catholics of Ireland, one muſt be 
of pretty hard metal not to receive ſome bruiſes. 


But it is not in the government of Ireland alone 
that bruiſes are to be got; in all governments 
where a man is put between his duty as a ruler, 


and his feelings as a man, the ſame will be the 
caſe, and always has been from the Emperor of 


the Indies to the wiſe and virtuous governor of 
Barataria. 
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